SHAKESPEARE  AND
Dr. Tannenbaum admits that my parallels between Shake-
speare and cthe 147 lines' are 'illuminating'. But he says these
arguments are 'completely counterbalanced by Professor L. L.
Schiicking's keenly analytical Essay'. Now it is essential to
Tannenbaum's views that the 'three pages' must have been
written before 12 May, 1593. And it is essential to Schiicking's
case that they must have been written after Julius Caesar.
For Schucking agrees that the likenesses to Julius Caesar go
beyond mere accident, and therefore it is vital to his argument
that they must be due to D copying Shakespeare. A chronology
which would make a borrowing from Julius Caesar possible
before May 1593 is incompatible with everything we know
about the date of that play.
This is a very good example of the mutual antagonism of the
objections raised against the Shakespearean authorship of the
'three pages3. To a quite remarkable extent, they cancel out.
Yet tribute ought to be paid to the acumen of both Schucking
and Tannenbaum. The first discovery of a quite undeniable
link between the 'three pages* and Shakespeare was made by
Schucking; and Dr. Tannenbaum, though he does not accept
the identification of the Shakespeare signatures and D's hand,
has nevertheless called attention to likenesses between them
which had escaped even the acute scrutiny of Sir Edward
Maunde Thompson. Others will rate these discoveries of Dr.
Tannenbaum more highly than he does himself. And his
services in other ways, such as the identification of Hand A
in Sir Thomas More with that of Chettle, are very noteworthy.
It seems to me that this feeling of 'too good to be true5 has
resulted in a bias (an honourable bias, but a bias neverthe-
less) against the belief that D is Shakespeare. Otherwise, one
would think, people must have seen that the resemblances of
thought and wording are not of the kind which can fairly be
accounted for by borrowing. In Richard II the king is called
'the figure of God's majesty*. A borrower might well have
transferred this phrase to More's speech. Instead we find a new
phrase:
And to add ampler majesty to this
God hath not only lent the king his figure ...